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l. * * . ^ - , By Michael Getter - 

\ Washington PnifcSttXf Writer 

I Two former secretaries of defense 1 
■yesterday urged Congress and the 
■Reagan administraooivto take an- 
‘ other look at reviving the never-ra? 
tified SALT II 'strategic arms lim- 
i itation treaty with Moscow, and ex 


gan’s claim that the-Soviets^had a 
definite margin of superiority” over 
this country.- A - ,. •' • 

£ James R Schlesinger, who served 
' under Presidents Nixon and Ford, 

! and Harold Brown, who was; under 
: President Carter, advanced, these . 

; views during the second inaseriesof, 
•Senate Foreign RelationsCommittee 
hearings aimed at producing a res- 
olution on nuclear arms control pol- 
' icy that can command strong nation- 
al support 

•vSen. Claibome .PeU (D-R£Kr- 
marked wryly that he was glad^tol 
have two witnesses .“who presided; 

• over that decade of- neglect on nul-- 

• itary spending that the current de-v 
,fense secretary ^Caspar W. Weinber-- 

■ ger, says .is the cause of .so much 
trouble. ... M 

Under - questioning by Chairman^ 
Sea Charles H. Percy (R-HU. SeWe-^ 

• singer said “we. have lost,, valuable-/ 

\ time and, more importantly, thepo--] 
i litical initiative* both in Europe and- 1 

among the U.S; population by taking ' 

■ so long in the Reagan administration 

, to get started on new . arms talks^ 

‘ which are now called Strategic Arms 
j Reduction Talks^or START,- .**» « 

?, Schlesinger agreed that there was: 
”6ome vaU<ti^ to administration de-: , 
£ sires to build up UR., nuclear forces -. 
■; fast* 

x But he sauf those gOals were over--! 
taken by events and that - this coun- . 

’ 1 try “is- losing.' more both strate- j 
gicallyand politically .^thefafl-;, 
i'ure - to- negotiate'; thari^ it wou&hby, 
'-'going to then^Uj^taNewig^ 

• somgwhat wetkw band 

Percy bar also been pushing the 
White House told for a U.S.-Soviet 


• • Schlesinger agreed thata meeting 
would be - "desirable,” .adding, that 
/this administration came to office- 
’believing ^that most Americans and 
allies wereThpt sufficiently aware of 
the Sbviet menace and thus, feared 
that > myA^palsy-walsy^S-a^ting 
would detract from their ability to 

l mobilize public t^)inion. 77:> ••. : 

,; Although 'congressional .aides say 
'chancesare strongly against any re- 
’vival ' of the never-ratified 1979 
- SALT H'a growing number of law- 
' makers are pushing for it. . . 
vh\ One is SOn. John Glenn (D-Ohio), 
who argued yesterday that'SALT II, 
which- is still officially in the Senate 
-although dormant . politically, Is a 
-.“do-able” first step which would re-, 
quire • cuts of some 250 missiles in 
-the Soviet arsenal and then lead to 
the next round of START talks. I 
ScMesingersaid heJ:oped_the ad-J 
minis tration “would review that pos- r 
• sibility of reviving SALT IL” Brown, 
testifying later, “strongly urged this 
committee to consider again the vir- 
tues of the treaty? whidi he helped 
design. '••*'. % 

| '„The Reagan administration vwhe- 
t mently opposes the Carter-era ^ trea- 
ty, claiming that it puts no real hm- 
- itations on the arms race and con- 

* firms Soviet superiorify in mtain 

* * weapons. : 

W- Under*' questioning- by /Percy, 

Brown said, 1 would have to re- 
spectfully disagree” with the assess- 
rmenVi of Reagan and Weinberger 
liboui Soviet superiority in overall 

* i nuclear forces. ■■■■■-r i* j 

jry> Both Brown ana ** Schlesutger 

agreed that-. . Moscow’s ^land-based 
'missiles were now a threat to knock 
^out UR ; land-based missiles and 
j.that<the. Soviets do have som e ad 

EA But.; both .officials, M -did ,thel 

chairman. _of_ the . Joint,. w3ueb ofl 
Staff, Gerc David Jones,tneday be-] 
fforetistressed, .American .ad wi 
•Sal bombers and missile-firing sub-j 
marines, ..and agreed'. *be VGnited 

/i. , ’ ' -A*tt< L^. a nnilltv ’ t/t 


“The Soviets do not have, ^ my 
.judgment,' anything ; Uke • strategic 
i superiority in the sense of a militert- 
.ly or politically useable advantage in 
strategic nuclear forces,”. Brown said, 

1 Furthermore, perceptions of. the 
istrategic balance are crucially impor- 
4 tant because they “affect the polit- 
;ical will and mwale-rf governments] 
*and publics. Thus, it isimportant for. 
-informed individuals,' . particularly 
j those with government responsibil-4 
ity; tb make every effort to express 
^their judgment - of. that balance in 
terms / that w are accurate-^neither 
'alarmist nor complacent,” he said. .' 
f Sdilesinger did 1 not directly re- 
spond to the presidentV claim; but 
;said the United- Stotea has signifi- 
cant nuclear strengths that Moscow 
“may or may not have. I would pre- 
fer not to buy a pig to a poke* he 
said when asked if. he Would switch 
(forces with Moscow. Y . *>*!<* 

Schlesinger said the’ Soviet space, 
■program turned out to -to. A .fraud 
’'and stressed that there we , many 
unknowns about Soviet weapons. — 
RcMaaingerr-'aTfonner CfA direc- 


tor, stressed there were great jig: 


knowns aoou t missue accuwaLjffli 

L . .1 f^-,1 am iwifk ctnat\ "itlV* 


Hedmical failure on both sides.\ uiv- 
cn the spotty Soviet history. irr deal; 
iing with ’ modem ^ techrwtegieSjYona 
;woukT hypothesizethat thisynus^ be^ 
^a constant; woriy-^ 

'.'ers. ? Jr **. ' f ■'.ivScWs'^Ys' 

“We ourselves kmw a great deal 
[more about iheUcopter 1 operations 
'and maintenance- than we' do about’ 
(actual missile. operatiorisl'yet if we 
'recall the abortive rescue operation 
-in Iran in 1980, even we^ with a far 
more .impressive history of .technical 
‘success, should bear in .mind this 

salioit element,” he said, n-i - » • J .*» 

.. _«• . -* «* — » * 
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